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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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L Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC S 112 

The following is a quotation from the relevant paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

(2) The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

1.1. With respect to claims 1-4, the term "and/or" used throughout the claims is indefinite 
because it is not clear whether applicant means "and" or "or." 

1.2. With respect to claim 1, the term "at least one plurality of elevator pins" is indefinite 
because it is not clear whether applicant requires at least one elevator pin or a 
plurality thereof. 

1.3. With respect to claims 1 and 2, the term "at least one plurality of transport stages" is 
indefinite because it is not clear whether applicant requires at least one transport stage 
or a plurality thereof 

1.4. With respect to claim 1, the phrase "at least one of the workpiece or workpieces," in 
line 7 is indefinite because it is unclear how many workpieces are required. 
Furthermore, this term lacks antecedent basis because a workpiece, workpieces or at 
least one workpiece has never been positively recited within the claim, but merely 
included as the object of a functional recitation. 

1.5. The claims are ambiguous because in multiple instances applicant recites elements in 
both the singular or plural, e.g., "rotating at least one of the transport stages which is 
or are upstream." Such language makes it impossible to determine the metes and 
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bounds of the claimed invention. If applicant wishes to include in his claim either one 
or more of an element he should use language such as, "one or more transport stage" 
or "at least one elevator pin." If applicant wishes only to include the plural of an 
element he should use language such as, "a plurality of elevator pins." Subsequent 
references should be consistent with the chosen language, for example, "said at least 
one elevator pin" or "said plurality of elevator pins." 

1.6. With respect to claim 2, it is unclear what is meant by the term, "across at least one 
of the workpiece transport direction or directions." 

1.7. With respect to claim 2, applicant improperly recites a step in a process, "the at least 
one workpiece is made to glide..." within an apparatus claim. 

1.8. With respect to claim 4, the terms "at least one upper member" and "at least one 
lower member" in lines 9-10 lack antecedent basis within the claim. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claim(s) 1-6 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AKAO (JP 1 1- 
347779 A) in view of OSTENDARP (US 6,220,056 Bl). 

1.1. With respect to claim 1, AKAO teaches a pair of transport stages (22)/(23), elevator 
pins (25), rotating mechanism (24), and the workpiece transferred from the upper to 
lower member (Fig. 11 and 15). AKAO fails to tech employing fluidic expulsion to 
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float the workpiece. OSTENDARP teaches using fluidic expulsion to float the 
workpiece (Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify AKAO with the fluidic expulsion of OSTENDARP in order to minimize the 
chance of contamination or damage to the workpiece. 

1.2. With respect to claim 2, AKAO teaches a plurality of transport stages (22)/(23), 
elevator pins (25), rotating mechanism (24), the workpiece transferred from the upper 
to lower member (Fig. 11 and 15) and second rotating mechanism downstream (Fig. 
18). AKAO fails to tech employing fluidic expulsion to float the workpiece. 
OSTENDARP teaches using fluidic expulsion to float the workpiece (Fig. 1). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify AKAO with the 
fluidic expulsion of OSTENDARP in order to minimize the chance of contamination 
or damage to the workpiece. 

1.3. With respect to claim 3/1 and 3/2, AKAO additionally teaches a vibration dapening 
material (25). 

1.4. With respect to claim 4, AKAO teaches a pair of transport stages (22)/(23), and 
rotating mechanism (24). AKAO fails to tech employing fluidic expulsion to float the 
workpiece and transferring from one stage to the other by reduction, termination or 
reversal. OSTENDARP teaches using fluidic expulsion to float the workpiece and 
transferring from one stage to the other by reduction, termination or reversal (Fig. 1- 
3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify AKAO 
with the fluidic expulsion and transferring mechanism of OSTENDARP in order to 
minimize the chance of contamination or damage to the workpiece. 
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1.5. With respect to claim 5/1, 5/2, 5/4, 6/3/1, and 6/3/2, AKOA additionally teaches 
permiting horizontal and vertical movement. 
III. Conclusion 

1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

disclosure. 

2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Charles N. Greenhut whose telephone number is (571) 272-1517. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm EST. 

3. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Eileen D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

4. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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